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ACTI ON NARRATI VE

8:00: 32 AM

CHAIR GARY STEVENS <called the Senate Education Standing
Commttee neeting to order at 8:00 a.m Present at the call to
order were Senators Huggins, Dunleavy, and Chair Stevens.
Senator Gardner arrived shortly thereafter.

SB 100- EDUCATI ON GRANTS; CORRS STUDY; ALLOTMENTS

8:01: 20 AM
CHAI R STEVENS announced that the first order of business would
be SB 100.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY, sponsor of SB 100, introduced the bill. He
said it is a bill that enconpasses several concepts to help with
i nnovative delivery systens. He read the sponsor statenent:

Students conme to school from diverse backgrounds wth
very different learning styles and issues unique to
their particular circunmstance. As a result, no one
approach to education can neet the specific needs of
all Alaska’s children. Sponsor Substitute for Senate
Bill 100 recogni zes this chall enge and nakes several
changes to the current correspondence study prograns
of fered by 33 school districts.

Publ i c correspondence/ honeschool study prograns serve
al nost 10 percent of the total Al aska student

popul ation. This approach to education is one of the

fastest growing options in the state. Its

i ndi vidualized | earning, |ow cost approach appeals to
i ndependent | earners and policy nmakers alike. A focus
on student proficiency is at the center of SB 100.
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Most prograns provide a student allotnment to purchase
educational services or materials to neet the
student’s Individual Learning Plan (ILP). Under SB
100, a parent may purchase services and materials from
a private or religious organization with a student
allotnent to neet the student’s ILP. In addition, each
child s allotnment may be rolled over to the next

school year. The funding received by the school

district for each student will go from 80% of the Base
Student Allocation (BSA) to 100% of the BSA, currently
$5, 680.

Two educational grant prograns are established in SB
100. Through one grant program school districts may
conbi ne local funds with grant dollars to purchase
technol ogy, along with professional devel opnent. Wth
t he assistance of this grant program opportunities
for one-on-one learning will increase statew de.

The second grant programrecogni zes that sonetines an
i nnovative idea needs financial support to get

started. Under SB 100, a school district may apply for
small, one-tinme grant funds to help plan a different
approach to |l earning that has prom se. Residenti al
school s, charter schools, correspondence school s,
virtual schools are just a few of the possibilities in
this grant program

Sponsor  Substitute of Senate Bill 100 enbraces
i nnovative approaches to learning and encourages
school districts do develop such approaches in order
to neet the educational needs of a grow ng diverse
popul ati on of Al aska public school students.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY read the sectional analysis of the bill:

Section 1. Establishes two new grant prograns: (1) a
personal i zed | earni ng opportunity grant programin the
Depart ment of Education and Early Devel opnent to

provi de funding to the Al aska Associ ati on of School
Boards for the purpose of awardi ng subgrants to school
districts to provide technol ogi cal equi pment, support,
and training; and (2) an innovative approach to

| earning grant to provide grants to school districts

t o encourage innovative approaches to | earning.
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Section 2. Requires correspondence study prograns to
i ncl ude an individual |earning plan, as described in
the bill, for each student enrolled. Prohibits the
Depart ment of Education and Early Devel opnment from

i mposi ng requirenents on a student enrolled in a
correspondence study programif the student is
proficient or advanced except for requirenents
described in sec. 2 of the bill. Provides for annual
student allotnments to be paid to a student’s parent or
guardi an for the purpose of neeting instructional
expenses of a correspondence student. Allows for the
purchase of materials froma private or religious

or gani zati on under specified conditions and for a
carry-over of an annual allotnment for a student from
year to year.

Section 3. Increases state funding for correspondence
prograns from 80 percent of ADMto the full ADM of the
program

Section 4. Provides for an effective date.

8:05:41 AM
SENATOR DUNLEAVY noved to adopt Amendnent 1: On page 4, line 17,
followi ng "purchase", insert "nonsectarian". He explained that

t he anendnent provides that public funds not be used to purchase
religious nmaterials. Schools nay use vendors that have a
religious background to provide courses to honme school
correspondence students.

There being no objection, Arendnent 1 was adopt ed.

8:07:44 AM

SENATOR GARDNER inquired about Section [2], item (b),
"notwi t hstanding another provision of the |aw, the departnent
may  not i npose additional requi renents ot her than the
requi renents specified under (a) of this section, on a student
who is proficient or advanced . . ." She asked what requirenents

this mght be referring to.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY asked if the question was asking what concerns
br ought about the need for this provision.

SENATOR GARDNER sai d yes.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY said education is switching from a Carnegie
Unit concept to one of performance. The concept of honme school
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correspondence is to allow as much freedom and flexibility
possible for the parent and |Individual Learning Plan (ILP)
teacher. He provided an exanple. He mintained that an ILP
should support the outcone desired. The proficiency of the
outcone is what is inportant. He described the difference
between an ILP in a charter school and in the public school. He
said there is a |list of prohibitions for home school
correspondence schools. The bill ains to help the prograns and
t he departnent focus on the outcones, not the inputs.

SENATOR GARDNER requested to see the list of prohibitions

8:11: 22 AM

CHAI R STEVENS suggested that the bill renpbves school district
and departnent oversight when it comes to expenditures and the
| earning plan. The constitution says that this oversight has to
be in the hands of the departnent and the school district.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY did not think it that was true. He naintained
that oversight is the district's responsibility and not the
departnment’s.

CHAI R STEVENS suggested the | egal issues be addressed.

8:12:39 AM

JEAN M SCHEL, Attorney, Legislative Legal Services, Legislative
Affairs Agency, Juneau, Al aska, answered questions related to SB
100.

CHAI R STEVENS asked about the constitutionality of SB 100 and if
a change in the constitution would be required to renove the
responsibility fromthe departnment and the district.

M5. M SCHEL questioned which version of the bill he was
addr essi ng.

CHAI R STEVENS said it was version |

M5. M SCHEL said the |anguage on page 4, lines 8 - 11, conbi ned
with lines 17 - 21, creates a potential for violating both
Article 7, Section 1, and Article 4, Section 1. The difficulty
wi th renoving departnental oversight rests with the concern that
if the parent who has control, wunder lines 17 - 21, over
purchasing of materials, if they choose to purchase religious or
sectarian materials in violation of that provision, there would
be very little way of knowi ng, wthout sonme oversight, whether
t he parent has overstepped the constitutional boundaries.

SENATE EDC COW TTEE -7- March 3, 2014



M5. M SCHEL continued to say what the |egislature has done under
Article 7 is given the departnent supervisory oversight over all
public schools. This bill is a |arge change fromthat structure.
Wth regard to whether or not the school district would continue
to have sone oversight, there is sonme anbiguity. The departnent
often provides regulatory direction to school districts in
adm ni strative code, as Senator Dunleavy nentioned. Lines 8-11
would restrict the departnent from adopting those regulations
that m ght provide additional guidance to the districts, which
receive their authority both through the l|egislature and the
department. Mich of the district authority is restricted by that

in the bill because the departnment no |onger has control over
the district. There is an anbiguity about whether the school
district would, in fact, continue to provide oversight. For

exanple, school districts now nust approve textbooks for
correspondence students. She said she does not know if the
sponsor's intention is to renove the district's oversight over
t ext book purchases and sel ecti ons.

8:17:38 AM
SENATOR DUNLEAVY clarified that in the bill, any purchase nust
be done in line with ILP and the teacher. He explained that

vendors are approved by school district boards; parents do not
seek purchases outside of the ILP and the teacher who has a
selection of vendors. The public school district approves of
pur chases.

CHAIR STEVENS noted textbooks have to be approved by the
district currently.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY agreed and said that does not change under the
bill. Vendors need to be approved by the district.

CHAI R STEVENS asked what change the bill makes to the oversight
by the departnent.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY said there is a series of regulations that |ist
things that can and cannot be purchased or done. The state
determines the output - proficiency. The bill relies on the
teacher, parent, and ILP to determne what the inputs are
i nstead of departnent regul ations.

CHAI R STEVENS summarized that SB 100 renobves the departnent's
oversight of financial expenditures and the ILP
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SENATOR DUNLEAVY agreed. He said it places the oversight wth
the district.

CHAI R STEVENS requested further conments on whether that inpacts
the constitution as nentioned by |egislative |egal.

8:22:17 AM
M5. M SCHEL said she does not have a clear enough idea of the
| egislative intention of renoving the departnent from its

| egislatively authorized oversight role. The description
provided by Senator Dunleavy is the current procedure that the
districts are restricted by the regulations that this bill would

override. From a constitutional standpoint, the legislature is
del egating its constitutional oversight function to a school
teacher, a parent, and a district, in a nore limted sense,
because t he regul ati ons t hat restrict t hese district
expenditures would no longer be in effect. She reiterated that
she does not know the legislative intent for doing so.

M5. M SCHEL noted that the Constitutional Convention was filled
wi th conversations about Article 7 and why the |ast sentence in
Article 7, Section 1, is there. It is for the very purpose that
teachers and parents and districts, and even the departnent,
woul d not have to "get into the weeds" of deciding whether it is
governnent entanglenent or an Article 1, Section 4 problem The
framers of the state constitution discussed very clearly the
desire to spend public noney for private school students when it
addressed their public health and welfare issues, a |legislative
and state function.

She expl ained that other states that |lack Article 7 prohibitions
have to determne whether there is a neutral affect or whether
the magnitude of the benefit, such as under the Shel don Jackson
Case, is so great that it is a direct benefit to the school
She said she does not know whether purchasing BYU courses,
currently, would be upheld by the Al aska Suprenme Court. Under
t he Shel don Jackson precedent, they would have to go through the
3-step test to determne if the effect was neutral, whether the
magni tude was great, and whether there was an incentive to
purchase private material s.

She said it is an interesting question in this context because
when the constitutional conventioneers were discussing the
i ssue, they had the opposite question; "can we provide private
school students with a public correspondence program" Today's
di scussion is the opposite of that. She concluded that under the
Shel don Jackson analysis, the benefit may be neutral if there
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are other public correspondence nmaterials and courses that a
student or parent coul d choose.

8:26: 55 AM
SENATOR DUNLEAVY remarked that the original guestion is
oversight. He enphasized that this bill is a public school

issue. The next step is an independent approach under the
gui dance of a public school teacher governed by an ILP. He said
it has nothing to do with going to a private school. The bil
woul d stop the departnent from regulating schools because the
| ocal |evel should be regulating them The ultinmate perfornmance
nodel is the test for credit. The bill focuses on performance,
not on sending kids to private schools. It allows teachers to
purchase public materials, not sectarian, and not religious.

CHAI R STEVENS said he needs to understand what the advantage for
removi ng the departnment from oversight is.

8:30: 06 AM

SENATOR GARDNER pointed out that there already is a system where
homeschool ers can enroll in a public homeschool system and get
access to materials through approved vendors. She asked what
else is newin the bill, besides the |ILP.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY said nost correspondence prograns require an
|LP and the bill would require themall to have an ILP. The bill
woul d also require that if a child is proficient, no one neddl es
with proficiency; whatever they are doing is working. For those
students who are not proficient, time and resources would be
spent to find out why they are not successful. The teacher and
parent would anend the ILP to address the |ack of proficiency.

SENATOR GARDNER asked if that is not what should be done for al
st udents.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY agr eed.

SENATOR GARDNER asked why it is Ilimted to correspondence
homeschool ers in the bill.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY replied because SB 100 deals w th honmeschool
correspondence prograns.

SENATOR GARDNER suggested input versus output is the sane as
form over function.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY said it is looking at results.
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8:32: 54 AM
CHAI R STEVENS requested that Ms. M schel explain Article 7.

M5. M SCHEL explained that it states that "No noney shall be
paid from public funds for the direct benefit of any religious
or other private educational institutions."” She pointed out that
one of the regulations that the departnent sets up for district
correspondence progranms requires a reporting from the district
on who is attending and what the performance is. Wthout the
departnment |ooking at that it would be left up to the district
to do. The departnent would not have a role in reviewing the
report and maki ng adj ustments under SB 100.

8:34:24 AM
LON GARRI SON, President, Sitka School Board, Sitka, Al aska,
testified in favor of SB 100. He said he especially liked the

one-to-one digital initiative program which wuld have a
trenmendous inpact to the district. He said he is also in support
of innovation - options which offer the public various choices

of public education. He noted Sitka has a thriving hone schoo
program He concluded that Al aska is unusual and is on the right
path for offering various paths to education, including homne
school prograns.

8:38: 04 AM

SUE HULL, Past-President, Al aska Association of School Boards
(AASB), Fairbanks, Al aska, testified in favor of SB 100. She
suggested that adding tools to the choices for students for
personal learning is a good idea, as is the one-to-one proposa
for technology. The bill would enable large districts 1like
Fai rbanks to nove forward with access to prograns. The district
can show that is it currently spending nore noney now than woul d
be required to adopt a | ease program

She also testified in favor of the second provision in the bill,
i nnovation grants, and the third ©provision related to
correspondence prograns. She opined that the change in funding
makes it nore attractive for districts to participate. She
concl uded that options are the future.

STEWART MCDONALD, Superintendent, Kodiak Island Borough School
District, Kodiak, Alaska, testified in support of SB 100. He
shared the profile of the students who would be affected by the
bill. Sonme students live in renote sites and it is expensive to
provi de them correspondence courses. He said he is in favor of
the increase in funding. He also liked the innovation grants. He
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shared the suicide rate in his district and maintained that
i nnovative prograns help to reduce this rate. He concluded that
after 5.5 years of innovative prograns, there have been no
sui ci des.

8.45: 20 AM

JERRY COVEY, Education Consultant, JSC Consulting, Anchorage,
Al aska, testified in support of SB 100. He predicted that the
Governor's proposal and SB 100, or a simlar program by AASB,
would nmerge to provide the type of service that covers the
state. He spoke about the oversight issue. He said he sees it as
mastery of learning versus the Carnegie Unit. The current
education system is built around process versus outcone. He
expected the oversight issues with the constitution wll resolve
t hensel ves. He opined that the bill creates an opportunity for
school districts to deliver education in the proposed fashion.

SENATOR GARDNER asked about the one-to-one approach

MR. COVEY said he |ooks at the approach as a way to work with
school districts that puts technology in their hands. It has
significant reporting expectations.

SENATOR GARDNER said the Governor, the State School Board, and
t he sponsor have proposals. She inquired how they differ.

MR. COVEY said he probably was not the best one to answer that
questi on.

8:49:16 AM

STEVE NOONKESSER, Technology Director, Southwest Region School
District, Dllingham Al aska, testified in support of SB 100. He
said he would like to address the first provision in the bill
He noted his district was an original nenber of the Consortium
for Digital Learning in 2006. The focus at that tinme, and
currently, is the access to resources - quality learning tools.
He said in order to take advantage of the opportunity, the
district took several steps, guided by AASB and the grant
pr ocess. The district had to ensure that the networks
infrastructure, and support were ready to handle the increased
| oads and demands. They installed new hardware and, nost
inportantly, trained staff. He stressed the inportance of a
t hree-1 egged approach; readiness and support, hardware, and
training. He concluded that Section 1 of the bill does that, as
well as puts |eadership and managenent on AASB and focuses on
tabl et technology, which fits in with a district focus on early
literacy.
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8:51: 37 AM

PETER HCEPFNER, President, Cordova School Board, Cordova,
Al aska, testified in support of SB 100. He said technology is
the way of the world and the district wants its children to be
prepared for the future. He gave an exanple of a student who was
able to keep up with AP courses via technology while away from
school for six weeks. Cordova has been a one-to-one district
si nce 2005.

CHAI R STEVENS said he is inpressed by Cordova School District.

8:54:36 AM

BOB VWH CKER, Director, Consortium for Digital Learning, Al aska
Associ ation of School Boards (AASB), Juneau, Al aska, answered
guestions regarding SB 100. He called personalized |earning
opportunity grants the answer for all kids to nove forward with
learning. He added that the one thing that is different with
this bill is that AASB is ready to take this on in Al aska. O her
states are not as ready as Al aska is.

SENATOR GARDNER reiterated her question about the differences
bet ween the three proposals.

MR. VWHCKER replied that he answered this question for the Al aska
Soci ety of Technol ogy Educators |ast week. He described the one-
to-one as a program that targets every student. It includes
using internet as an option. The Governor's proposal is a
denonstration program that noves things forward in distance
delivery, which the one-to-one can do also. He said that there
are many initiatives out there, but all are pieces. The one-to-
one creates the environment for all the rest to nove forward.

8.58: 30 AM

M CHAEL HANLEY, Commi ssioner, Department of Education and Early
Devel opnent (DEED), Juneau, Al aska, answered questions related
to SB 100. He said the bill is very simlar to the CGovernor's
proposal last year, in purpose and intent. The Governor this
year chose a nore focused, targeted, and nodest proposal to
build on current strengths. The Digital Teaching Initiative is
designed to focus on best practices already in place and provide
a critical professional devel opnent conponent through teaching
acadenies. He saw the prograns as conplenmentary to each other;
however, the CGovernor's initiative is nore focused.
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CHAIR STEVENS requested nore information about renoving the
departnment's role regarding the nonitoring of expenditures and
ILP's and putting it on the district.

COW SI SI ONER HANLEY said there are a fewitens in the bill that
need further examnation. He quoted the line "notw thstanding
another provision of Jlaw the departnent may not inpose
additional requirenents on students" and stated that the
departnment does not nonitor individual students; they work with
districts and set requirenents that districts need to follow
The wording renoves perceived barriers from students who are
proficient; the departnment focuses on what is required of
districts.

He referred to page 4, line 12, and noted that all students are
currently required to have ILP's in correspondence prograns.
Regul ations state how the ILP nust be developed - wth a

certified teacher and parents, and have comon, recognized
curriculum He read, "The departnment or district that provides
the correspondence study program may provide an annual student
allotnent to a parent or a guardian of a student enrolled in the
correspondence study program for the purpose of neeting
i nstructional expenses for the student enrolled in the program
as provided in this section.” He said that part is key because
he sees public noney for a public purpose for educating
students. The sentence above is concerning because it renoves
restrictions that are in regulation, such as famly travel, and
famly gym nenberships. The "notw thstandi ng" provision renoves
that restriction, but it still is required to nmeet instruction
expenses for the student, so it would be public noney for a
publ i c purpose.

CHAI R STEVENS asked t he sponsor what his intention is.

9:04: 22 AM

SENATOR DUNLEAVY said his intention is to focus on the outputs
instead of the inputs. He noted a discussion wth the
commi ssi oner regarding the concern that sonme of the nobney nay be
used for non-educational materials or trips.

COW SSI ONER HANLEY agr eed.

SENATOR DUNLEAVY nmintained that "the line below seens to
satisfy the comm ssioner and hinself. He said he wants as nuch
flexibility at the district school teacher level to come up with
prograns and |ILP's that neet the individual needs of children

He opined that wunnecessary regulations interfere with having
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acceptable outputs. The bill personalizes instruction under a
public school system

9: 06: 03 AM
CHAI R STEVENS asked if the comm ssioner is confortable with this
conponent of SB 100.

COWM SSI ONER HANLEY said yes, because of the lines relating to
i nstructional expenses, which seem to negate several itens that
are renoved from regul ation. The departnent could still nonitor
i nstructional expenses for a district.

SENATOR GARDNER inquired if the |anguage "notw thstanding"
includes anything else the district mght want to do or
currently does that would be prohibited under that provision on
page 4, line 8.

COM SSIONER  HANLEY said no. He said the departnent has
identified the sections that would be renoved. He offered to
provide that information to the commttee.

CHAI R STEVENS held SB 100 in conmttee.

SB 113- STI PEND FOR BOARDI NG SCHOOLS

9:08: 29 AM
CHAI R STEVENS announced that the next order of business woul d be
SB 113.

SENATOR JOHN COGHILL, Alaska State Legislature, Juneau, Al aska,
sponsor of SB 113, said he appreciates the commttee hearing SB
113.

RYNNI EVA  MOSS, Staff, Senator John Coghill, Alaska State
Legi sl ature, Juneau, Al aska, presented SB 113 on behalf of the
sponsor. She said SB 113 is a follow up to a simlar bill |ast

year that the |egislature passed increasing the potential for
boarding schools in Alaska and recognizing that it is very
val uabl e for education. Last year SB 47 renoved restrictions for
t he nunber of boarding hones that can be in place, and expanded
the program to include nmagnet schools for vocational training.
Because of that |legislation, there are now seven boarding
schools instead of three. She said SB 113 asks for the stipend
to be increased by 50 percent for boarding schools. She noted a
docunent provided by Galena that shows that increasing the
stipend by 50 percent still |eaves the school short of actua

costs.
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SENATOR COGHI LL said SB 113 is one avenue of success for
students in Alaska. The value to students is the relocation out
of bad environnments enabling themto be successful in school and

in life. Boarding schools provide accountability, intense
educati onal opportunities, and support services. Boarding school
students are a snall cadre of about 400 students, but the

investnent in their lives is wll worth the effort.

9:12: 35 AM

CHAI R STEVENS said SB 113 and SB 139 contain the sanme subject
matter. He suggested it would be best to nove both bills
forward

SENATOR GARDNER conmented that she has heard that sone students
| eave unhappy honmes for a safer environnent, occasionally due to
a negotiated arrangenent with the Ofice of Children's Services.

M5. MXSS said she has heard that is true, but due to
confidentially issues, does not have any details.

SENATOR COGNI LL added that several students have been able to
nove out of bad situations with drugs and al cohol.

9:14:40 AM

M5. MOSSS noted that boarding schools have a proven record of
success even for high risk students; about a 95 percent success
rate. Many go on to college, trades, or the mlitary.

SENATOR GARDNER asked if all boarding schools have schoo
counsel ors.

MS. MOSSS said she did not know.

CHAI R STEVENS noted that SB 113 deals with Sections 9, 12, 13
and 21-32 found in SB 139.

9:15: 58 AM

M KE HANLEY, Conmm ssioner, Departnent of Education and Early
Devel opnent (DEED), Juneau, Al aska, answered questions related
to SB 113. He said regarding residential costs, the nunbers in
SB 113 are identical to those in SB 139. The Governor's bill
al so requires an open annual application process. The only tine
a potential school can apply to be a residential school is
during an open period. He said he opened the application period
| ast year, which allowed four new schools to conme on |ine.
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CHAI R STEVENS opened public testinony.

JERRY COVEY, Educational Consultant, JSC Consulting, Anchorage,
Al aska, provided information related to SB 113. He noted the
audi ted expenses of the residential prograns docunent that they
are operating at deficit spending. He said the proposed increase
in the stipend is justified. He pointed out that residential
progranms provide vital services to nostly rural students. There
are about 300 students statew de, not counting the 100 students
at M. Edgecunbe.

He said variable length prograns are new and came about after
| ast year's open enrollment. These prograns provide a truly
uni que opportunity. They are small and short term For exanple,
NACTEC in None has a 25-bed dormtory, but they deliver services
to 400 students throughout the year. Chugach School District has
just enlarged their dorm and serves over 260 students. He said
the state is getting "trenendous bang for the buck." In Chugach,
since 2003, 98 percent of students graduated from high school
The program is called Voyage to Excellence and it accepts al
students, many who are in peril of not graduating.

He related that currently, there are three year-long prograns -
Gal ena, Nenana, and Lower Kuskokwim School District, AND two
vari abl e-1ength prograns - Chugach and NACTEC. There are two new
progranms comng on line, Northwest Arctic Borough Schoo

District and Cook Inlet Tribal Council. There is trenendous
interest across the state for residential learning; two school

districts are actively planning a program two nore are in the
prepl anning phase, and 6 - 10 schools that are in the
consideration stage. He noted he was representing Ctizens for
the Educational Advancenent of Alaska's Children (CEAAC) and
Cook Inlet Tribal Council on this issue.

9:21: 36 AM

NORMAN ECK, Ph.D., Superintendent, Northwest Arctic Borough
School District (NWABSD), Kotzebue, Al aska, testified in support
of SB 113. He numintained that residential schools are essential;
students need alternatives and better choices for their future.
He described the NWABSD and said it is the only school district
in the state that has a post-secondary residential school, the
Al aska Techni cal Center.

He thanked the legislature for the support for the renodel of
the technical center in order to add a nagnet school. He said
over the last four years, as the district re-instituted career
and technical education, the graduation rate went from 49
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percent to 64 percent. Students who have taken two or nore
cl asses in career pathways have a graduation rate of 83 percent.
He listed the four pillars of the magnet school; health care
education, culinary arts, and process technol ogy.

He thanked the legislature for the $4 nillion to begin

construction of a dorm for students who will attend the magnet
school. Even with the increase in the stipend, it is expected
that the operation of the dorm will be at a loss for the

expected 40 students. He stressed the value of being able to
of fer students what they need to be successful for the rest of
their |ives.

9:25:34 AM
ERI C GEBHART, Superintendent, Nenana School District, Nenana,
Al aska, testified in support of SB 113.

9:26: 53 AM

JEANETTE |YA, Menber, Bering Strait School Board, Savoonga,
Al aska, testified in support of SB 113. She said the BSA has not
been increased in four years, but expenses have increased. She
poi nted out that the district has increased the graduation rate.
She voiced appreciation for the funding for safety and security.
She asked the commttee to consider an increase in the BSA. She
commented that M. Edgecunbe School has students that are not in
dire situations; sonme boarding school students do not have
pr obl em st udent s.

CHAIR STEVENS announced he would hold SB 113 for further
consideration. He noted that SB 139 would be heard at another
time.

9:32: 04 AM
There being no further business to conme before the commttee
Chair Stevens adjourned the Senate Education Standing Conmmttee
at 9:32 a.m
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